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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 3, 8-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
overclaims 1, 3, 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Spencer et al (US 4,609,801 ). Spencer discloses a cavity construction for microwave 
oven comprising a front plate (22) having an opening portion (figure 4); and an inner 
main body (30, col. 4, lines 43-47) bonded to a peripheral edge (90) of the opening 
portion for cooking at inside of the inner main body (30); wherein at least either one of 
the bonding portions of the front plate (30) and the inner main body includes a first fold- 
to-bend portion (A, Figure below) constituted by folding to bend an end portion thereof 
to invert to be brought into close contact therewith, and a second fold-to-bend portion 
(B, Figure below) constituted by inverting a portion on a side of an end portion of the 
first fold-to-bend portion (A) with a predetermined clearance therebetween, and wherein 
other of the bonding portions of the front plate (22) and the inner main body (30) 
includes a flange portion (96b) inserted into the clearance between the first fold-to-bend 
portion (A) and the second fold-to-bend portion (B), and calked to bond (col. 5, line 58). 
Spencer also discloses the flange portion has a locking hole and the second fold-to- 
bend portion has a locking projection that penetrates through the locking hole. Spencer 
does not disclose the second fold-to-bend portion has a locking hole and the flange 
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portion has a locking projection that penetrates through the Locking hole. It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to make a second fold-to-bend portion has a Locking hole and a flange portion has a 
Locking projection that penetrates through the Locking hole, since it has been held that 
a mere reversal of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in 
the art. In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. With regard to claim 8, Spencer silent about the 
locking hole (1 04b) is a hole in shape of long hole, which act as a dowel hole. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to make a locking hole is a hole in shape of long hole, which act as a dowel hole, 
since there is no mention in the specification that the long locking hole is a better 
locking hole and improve in the perform of the present invention; therefore, a round 
locking hole as taught by Spencer and the long locking hole as taught by the present 
application for their use for locking are considered equivalents and one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have found it obvious to substitute the round locking hole and the long 
locking hole. 
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NOTE : With regard to claim 1 , the patentability of a product does not depend on its 
method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or 
obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior 
product was made by a different process." In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 
964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985). In this case, the term "calked to bond", recited in claim 1, line 
17, is considered a product-by-process; therefore, no patentable weight is given to the 
term. 

3. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Spencer et al (US 4,609,801 ) in view of Enami (US 4,563,559). Spencer discloses 
substantially all features of the claimed invention except insulating films are formed on a 
surface of the front plate on a side opposed to a side of being connected with the inner 
main body and an outer side surface of the inner main body. Enami discloses an inner 
box (4) for a cooking appliance having insulating films are formed on a surface of the 
front plate (5) on a side opposed to a side of being connected with the inner main body 
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and an outer side surface of the inner main body (col. 1 , lines 40-68). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to utilize in Spencer insulating films are formed on a surface of the front plate on a side 
opposed to a side of being connected with the inner main body and an outer side 
surface of the inner main body as taught by Enami in order to improve visible 
appearance. 

Response to Amendment 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/29/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

5. Applicants argue "the instant invention is not obvious in view of Spencer as a 
mere reversal of parts. Specifically, it would not have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the hole in the second 
fold-to-bend portion, and the locking projection on the flange portion. For example, there 
is absolutely nothing in Spencer, nor in any of the other cited prior art, demonstrating 
that one of skill in the art would modify the described crimping connection. Furthermore, 
Spencer was patented over twenty years ago (September 2, 1986), and since that time 
it was unknown to incorporate the hole in the second fold-to-bend portion, and the 
locking projection on the flange portion, to provide greater ease in manufacturing and a 
stronger and more reliable coupling. Accordingly, the instant application provides a 
solution to this long felt but unsatisfied need. Indeed, it was the instant applicants who 
first recognized the advantage of making the modification". This is not persuasive. 
Spencer discloses all features of the claimed invention as disclosed above including the 
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flange portion has a Locking hole and the second fold-to-bend portion has a Locking 
projection that penetrates through the Locking hole. However, Spencer does not 
disclose the second fold-to-bend portion has a Locking hole and the flange portion has 
a Locking projection that penetrates through the Locking hole. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
make a second fold-to-bend portion has a Locking hole and a flange portion has a 
Locking projection that penetrates through the Locking hole, since it has been held that 
a mere reversal of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in 
the art. In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. In response to Applicants' argument based upon 
the age of the references, contentions that the reference patents are old, is not 
impressive absent a showing that the art tried and failed to solve the same problem 
notwithstanding its presumed knowledge of the reference. In re Neal, 179 USPQ 56 
(CCPA 1973). 

6. In response to the argument of claim 8, although Spencer silent about the locking 
hole (104b) is a hole in shape of long hole, which act as a dowel hole. It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to make a locking hole is a hole in shape of long hole, which act as a dowel hole, since 
there is no mention in the specification that the long locking hole is a better locking hole 
and improve in the perform of the present invention: therefore, a round locking hole as 
taught by Spencer and the long locking hole as taught by the present application for 
their use for locking are considered equivalents and one of ordinary skill in the art 
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would have found it obvious to substitute the round locking hole and the long locking 
hole. 

7. In response to the argument of claim 9, applicants argue that the locking holes 
31 and the locking projections 35 of the present application comparing to the dimples 
106b and opening 104b are not the same. Although, they was call by different 
terminologies; however, they are actually the same, because they have the same 
structures and perform the same function when comparing to each others. 

8. With regard claims 4-5, applicants argue "Enami does not teach or suggest that a 
second fold-to-bend portion has a locking hole and a flange portion has a locking 
projection penetrate through the locking hole as recited in claim 1 . Therefore, Enami 
fails to make up for the aforementioned Spencer's deficiencies. Thus, the asserted 
combination of Spencer and Enami, does not teach or suggest all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , on which claims 4 and 5 directly or indirectly depend". The examiner 
disagrees. Spencer discloses substantially all features of the claimed invention except 
insulating films are formed on a surface of the front plate on a side opposed to a side of 
being connected with the inner main body and an outer side surface of the inner main 
body. Enami discloses an inner box (4) for a cooking appliance having insulating films 
are formed on a surface of the front plate (5) on a side opposed to a side of being 
connected with the inner main body and an outer side surface of the inner main body 
(col. 1 , lines 40-68). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize in Spencer insulating films are formed on a 
surface of the front plate on a side opposed to a side of being connected with the inner 
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main body and an outer side surface of the inner main body as taught by Enami in order 
to improve visible appearance. Enami's reference is only used for teaching the missing 
limitations such as, an inner box (4) for a cooking appliance having insulating films are 
formed on a surface of the front plate (5) on a side opposed to a side of being 
connected with the inner main body and an outer side surface of the inner main body 
(col. 1 , lines 40-68), and the other limitations are already disclosed by Spencer's 
reference. Therefore, the combination of Spencer and Enami teaches the limitations of 
claims 4-5. 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quang T. Van whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4789. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00Am 5:00Pm M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tu Hoang can be reached on 571-272-4780. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Quang T Van/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3742 
May 6, 2008 
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